Environmental Analysisof LANL Fire Response Activities
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At ThePeak of thefire approximately 1,600 firefighters
and 100 pieces of equipment were employed to fight the
blaze. Fuel breaks were cut, trees felled, helicopters and
planes dropped water and slurry.
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vities included raking,
mulching, tree felling, and establishing temporary
soil erosion rents such as straw wattles and
rock and log check dams.
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Projects to control storm water runoff and reduce
flood hazards were sited within affected watersheds
in burned and unburned areas throughout LANL.
Concrete and rock water control devices are
xpected to remain in place for 3 to 10 years.

Actions covered by the SEA encompassed a wide range of activities—from fire
suppression to major post-fire construction. The individual projects had a series of
adverse effects primarily resulting from soil and vegetation removal. Beneficial
impacts included the protection of cultural resources, of substantial areas of
floodplains and wetlands, and of government, tribal, and private property.
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The beneficial effects of fire suppre: d
rehabilitation are expected to outweigh the adverse effects.
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>Monitor, re-Contour-an eseed construction areas:
>Monitor.restored burned areasthafwere e seeded.
>Evaluateremoval of flood control, 'eogmwxagereuumq\lmms andflood
retention structure.

>Monitor for development of water pooling areasand wetlands associated with flood
retention structureand other erosion damagereduction features.

>Review, evaluate, and stabilize pre-historic cultural resource siteswithin burned areas.

»Review, evaluate, and stabilize historic cultural't esour e siteswithin burned areas.

>M onitor.soil, surface and ground water, and biotafor confaminanis.

“Monitor and émend best management practicesa-potential release Stes!

>Assessand ves‘zmnaxemmagangm_plmsfor various natural and cultural resources.
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